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2. Citations and explawitionc tP-uW 70.7) 

Documents taken into consideration: 



Dl; JP 9206170 A (20-12-1379) 
D2: DE 3286339 A (20-12-1979) 

ThQ main subject matter of the invention relates to a 
seat tray table hinge including an assembly for rotating 
and stowing same in an armrest. Following the amendments 
to the claims submitted on 02 February 2O05 r the subject 
matter that characterises claim 1 has been changed 
.because one part of the characterising part, together 
with the former claim 2, has been transferred into the 
preamble, leaving a characterising part comprising only 
part of claim 1 as originally filed. 



Consequently, the preamble contains a holder with a 
hollow shaft provided with a head at trie end thereof 
pivotably connected to the tray panel, which shaft 
includes a spring-biased rod. As indicated in the written 
opinion, these features are found in document Dl, even 
though the rod engages and is inserted into a toothed 
wheel instead of a cam with a notch, thereby temporarily 
locking the table. 
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PCT/ES2004/000488 


Bns No- V Reasoned statement under Article 3«2> with regard to novelty, Uivcmivc step «• industrial applk-at. «uyi 
cilation.5 and explanations supporting such statement 



It was also indicated in the written opinion that the 
features contained in claim 2 as originally filed, and 
transferred into claim 1 as part of the amendment of the 
claims, were already found in document D2, meaning that 
an angular notch and a perpendicular bolt that together 
define the range of rotation of the shaft in respective 
abutment positions are found in document D2. 



It follows that the preamble does not contain any 
features that were not present in said documents. 

With regard to the new characterising part of claim 1, 
the amendments filed in 02 February 2005 are such that 
said claim is characterised in that "the rod slidingly 
engages the edge of the cam defining a notch into which 
the end of the rod is slidingly insertable, thereby 
temporarily preventing rotation of the table". 

As previously indicated, document Dl mentions not a cam 
with a notch but a toothed wheel. However, document D2 
mentions that the tray table is pivotably mounted by 
means of a cam-like assembly, A rod axially inserted into 
a rotational shaft projecting outwards through the 
spring-biased head and slidingly engageable with the edge 
of the cam is also mentioned in said document. The cam 
includes portions in which the slidably engaged rod can 
be inserted to prevent rotation of the table temporarily 
in the two end positions of the rotational range of 
movement (see the description and figures 1 and 2) , 

As a result, it is considered that a person skilled in 
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the art would attempt to combine the main parts of 
document Dl with closest prior art document D2, and would 
thus arrive at the features in claim 1 with a reasonable 
expectation of success. Far this reason, said claim is 
not considered tc involve an inventive step. 
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